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Tliankfl for your l/27, it.', unoloactros amt for your lotter to itooo. I did not 
subscribe becuuao tl»ao ooajectural and tljoortical scrivirailn®j do not interest 
Be, jure generally rfJadily faulted and, boojtujie i believe those kinds of thiiiga to 
be coantorproductive, aonotiuen annoyln<;» 

I' VO reeid th«j ;^ooe about Conoi* Clark and to t'-e dagroe tliat l«s once was 
alloaodly a rojspcaissible reporter I dourid It intoreting. Thoro is, i.i tss view, 
notliing of factual nature and nothing that give Clark's piece txns credibility. 

It is Qore cacjpllcatad with ^Solo, but whatever he aaid and idiyover ho said it, 
it just isn't credible. It is that ainple. ^Jw world just is not tliat way and there 
ie no nils.' who would have tJujught for a ninut': of Baintalning silane© after ]» 
got any siwh report. 

ikareovar, thero is now a new and nojor falw in it. In his deposition in his 
lawsuit agaii\at l*on iVeed Phillips toatlfiod to having n nouce inside the Cuban 
Kerioo City e&bao^. With such a souroe if ai\ything r«3otely Ilico what Solo and 
Coiaer oUoge, thorc aiupli' is no poBf-dbility of the CXtA's pmjsei'vinfi silence 
about it. 

The Tuxnar tinash is tsypLcally Turner, with hin typical dishonesties, oedssitsm, 
etc. He and hinckle have written only in solf~protoction beJait o it all etarted 
with than as they've never ever really recounted. I not Rojmj at that tine juid was 
i.ioiediatoly suspicious of hia. Tumor's acoouat is bobtailmt to cover hio jsnd Hincklc'a 
incrodible gullibility and stuplditST, they and llOJio had additional roles, and even 
Turner 't, aocotujt of the taovlo is unfaithful, hor does he rofor to any notive behind 
it. The day they tried to palm it off on ‘'arriaon 1 net thma at thoir hotel j«ul 
provldod all thedr temsportatton until tJwjyv*li<(cr»Ily-flod, Jocaent Jiiffe end I^iaorre 
(Tumor doesn't oven spall the njaw correctly.) 1 on tVe oj» who blew th*ir foinop 
which ^Etrilaon's staff iatsediataly intorpretod os do.'<igt«Ki to get a aiiitrlal ixi the 
Shjftf caao. I thou<;ht I'vo written about that oojitemporanooujjly unri that you knew. 

If Turner hjjd any of th<> tnl nta hio IIH eaploynent required other tlian being 
a crook he'd liave devoted hiiawlf to trying to detenalne thi} reason for tJjo obvious 
Sl>- CE project. (Ho ev»m has the original title wrong and oilts that "Farewell Aiwi-ica" 
was Garrison’s su^ijpjsted title, aooeptsd.) 

It wj*s. whan Garrison's staff got oonoemed, arout the Ijo^k tint tliey ealiute^l 
in blowing it, Ivon as I recall first, thou othoi's. Garrison gj,vi: a copy oJ' the 

major part cnee sa X was catching a piano, I read and analysed it then and wrote as 
ffixm os I was home. It was on obvious fake and that after just looldng at it <ilncldx> 
and Turner had onytldLng to do wlldi it diaorsdits both. 

Thors ore m i n o r eXuea to crodibdLlity I'a surprisod otvrtm ox> not pick up. Take 
ttm Comer crap, is thxiro any "Central ^rrioan oountxy(not a banana /(opublio^V" Is 
thero such with a "ruling foully?" Is there any basis for even suu:<«xnit.Al Miat 
GLlberto klierado "wjus too cloac to IW-lilpa?" "CIojjo" at all? 

lijiVQ you ever wondorwd whore tiilBCE re<>12y got a clear Uepmder oojyV liot froii 'die 
Kannody ftaally, as laHarro told me. Wot from IiIFk, which asked a fortune. Isn't tIjD 
most likely souzee oftlcinl? tod an we know and 1 publiahiKl in tho r.)priat, the 
CIA had a pilnt and deooivsd the WC about this. Turner, lUncklo and all tho others 
go only in tho vroru; direction and for tlw wrong r a:?ons. 

hastily, 
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